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Figure 2.  View of Rutland House at Original Location. 

 

 
Figure 3.  Front View of the Rutland House at Original Location. 
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Archaeology at Rutland 
 
Rutland offered the opportunity to investigate a relatively undisturbed late-18th- 
and 19th-century plantation in Hanover County.  Two aspects of the 
archaeological record were particularly significant.  Site 44HN0356 identifies the 
core of the 19th-century plantation, including the slave quarters and the locations 
of two cemeteries.  The remains of a 19th-century smithy, located away from the 
domestic hub of the plantation, were labeled as Site 44HN366.  These numbers 
and letters help archaeologists inventory resources throughout all of the United 
States.  Using the classification system developed by the Smithsonian Institution, 
the number “44” identifies the state of Virginia, alphabetically the 44th of the 48 
mainland states; “HN” is the designation for Hanover County; and the final 
numbers identify the quarters and smithy as the 356th and 366th sites recorded at 
the Virginia Department of Historic Resources (VDHR) for Hanover County. 
 
Cultural Resource Management (CRM) Archaeology 
 
Archaeological investigations often are conducted to comply with specific 
federal and/or local government regulations related to the management of 
historic resources.  The VDHR serves as the home office for the State Historic 
Preservation Officer and also provides guidance for archaeological research 
throughout the state of Virginia. There are typically three phases of study 
associated with cultural resource management archaeology, reflecting different 
stages in the regulatory process. 
 
A Phase I archaeological survey is undertaken to identify archaeological 
resources within a given study area.  The survey typically involves excavation of 
a grid of post-hole-sized shovel tests, controlled collection of artifacts from the 
surface of plowed fields, or some combination of the two methods.  During this 
process, a number of archaeological resources may be identified within the study 
area.  The Phase I survey determines the approximate size of each site and the 
location of artifacts within them, and, based on the artifacts recovered, estimates 
the time period when each site was occupied.  In addition, the extent of post-
occupational disturbance of the site is assessed.  Following the fieldwork, the 
identified archaeological resources and buildings in the study area are evaluated, 
following established guidelines and criteria, in terms of their potential eligibility 
for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).  
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The next level of investigation is the Phase II evaluation, which is focused upon 
evaluating the significance and integrity of an individual archaeological resource.  
The significance of the site is evaluated in terms of its importance to history (and 
prehistory) at the local, regional, and/or national levels, according to formally 
defined evaluation criteria (Table 1).  A Phase II evaluation is typically 
conducted when a resource cannot be avoided by a proposed project and falls 
within impact areas associated with the undertaking, and a final determination of 
its eligibility for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) is 
required for regulatory compliance.     
 
Field methods used in the Phase II evaluation process typically include close-
interval shovel testing, controlled surface collection of artifacts, the excavation 
of square test units, and/or mechanical trenching.  The combination of field 
methods, tailored to the specifics of each archaeological site, provides a refined 
definition of resource boundaries, artifact distributions, and site integrity.  Based 
on this more detailed information, the significance of the site is evaluated by 
reference to the criteria for listing on the NRHP.  Criterion D, the potential of a 
resource to contain important historical information, is typically applied to 
archaeological sites.   
 
If an archaeological site is determined eligible for listing in the NRHP and the 
project cannot be redesigned to avoid disturbing the site, a Phase III data 
recovery is often undertaken to mitigate the adverse effects to the resource and to 
collect significant information before it is impacted.  While the field methods 
used to recover the significant information vary according to the specific 
attributes of a site, they typically include the hand excavation of a large number 
of square test units and cultural features within the defined site area.  Following 
the completion of the data recovery investigations, the proposed project is 
allowed to proceed.   
 
Due to the large size of many archaeological sites, mathematical sampling 
strategies are often utilized to ensure that testing collects representative samples 
of data from all areas of a site.  Since not all artifacts can be recovered, effective 
sampling ensures that the collected artifacts accurately reflect the entire site 
history while large areas are examined to identify buildings, work areas, and 
other cultural features scattered throughout the greater site area.  Sampling is 
particularly important on a resource such as Rutland, which contains a main 
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house, slave quarters, and associated outbuildings and work areas.  Sampling was 
not utilized for the recovery of the two cemetery areas.  All possible burial 
features were examined during the Phase III date recovery process at Rutland.   
 
All three phases of archaeological investigation were completed at Rutland.  
During 2005, a Phase I survey was conducted across the entire 198-acre parcel.  
Several sites were identified during this process and three were recommended for 
Phase II evaluation.  The Phase II studies were conducted later in 2005 and at 
their completion it was determined that Sites 44HN0356 and 44HN0366 
contained significant information about the past, and therefore were determined 
eligible for listing on the NRHP under Criterion D.  The Phase III data recovery 
effort conducted in 2006 was focused on the remains of the smithy at 44HN0366, 
and the slave quarters and two cemeteries at 44HN0356.  
 
 

Table 1.  National Register of Historic Places Significance Criteria. 
Criterion Definition 
A Property is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 

patterns of our history. 
 

B Property is associated with the lives of persons significant in our past. 
 

 
C Property embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of 

construction or represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values, or 
represents a significant and distinguishable entity whose components lack individual 
distinction. 
 

D Property has yielded, or is likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 
 

 
 
The Smithy (Site 44HN366) 
 
Blacksmiths were essential components of 19th-century communities, including 
plantations.  The growth of factories and mechanized production during the 
Victorian era drove blacksmiths, like many other artisans, out of business.   Once 
a common sight in virtually every town and plantation, smithies disappeared 
from the landscape during the twentieth century (Klatka 1992; McBride 1987).   
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Table 3.  Archaeological Features Associated with the Slave Quarters and Yard Area at  

Site 44HN0356. 
 
Feature Description % Excavated  Feature  Description % Excavated 
30 brick piers & wall 

trench 
100%  60 post 100% 

31 brick piers   61 post 100% 
32 terra cotta sewer pipe 

& trench 
  62 posthole 100% 

33 Brick 100%  63 posthole 100% 
34 hearth/septic tank/privy Bisected  64 pit? bisected 
35 brick pier 100%  65 posthole/pit  
36 brick pad   66 pit 100% 
37 post hole   69 posthole 100% 
38 Brick   70 posthole 100% 
39 post hole   71 posthole 100% 
40 post hole   72 posthole 100% 
41 post mold & hole 100%  73 trench 100% 
42 post mold & hole 100%  74 trench 100% 
45 post hole 100%  75 wall  
47 backhoe redeposit 100%  76 posthole  
48 Cellar   77 pit 100% 
49 brick pier Bisected  78 trench/wall  
50 brick pier Bisected  79 stake hole  
52 post hole   81 Pit 100% 
54 Pit 100%  82 Pit 100% 
55 posthole/pit   83 Pit 100% 
56 Posthole   84 Post 100% 
57 stake hole   85 Post 100% 
58 stake hole   86 brick wall  
59 square post Bisected  87 Trench 100% 
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The Cemeteries at Site 44HN0356 
 
Overview 
 
The mortuary traditions carried to America by 17th-century colonists reflected 
both the shared belief system and the intensely held precepts of smaller religious 
communities (Curl 1984).  In England alone, Calvinists, Catholics, Quakers, 
Puritans and others dissented from the Church of England.  Enslaved Africans 
brought very different traditions to the New World.  The design of cemeteries 
and the treatment of the dead reflected the overlapping, yet distinctive, beliefs 
held by different groups at different periods of time. The layout and use of any 
cemetery also reflects both history and kinship.  The Rutland cemeteries included 
the cemetery of the Timberlake family and a burial ground where enslaved 
bondsmen and later freedmen were interred for 100 years or more.  The remains 
of Timberlake family members have been reinterred at family plots located at 
Hollywood Cemetery in Richmond, Virginia, and Franklin, Virginia.  The 
remains from the African-American cemetery have been reinterred within a 
memorial garden located within the Rutland development, in close proximity to 
the relocated Rutland House site.   
 
The Timberlake Cemetery 
 
The Timberlake Cemetery contained 20 grave shafts, which represented the 
interment of 21 individuals.  Only a handful of the graves were marked with 
tombstones.  The active use of the Timberlake cemetery may have begun during 
late 18th century, based on the presence of a single coffin constructed using hand-
wrought nails, while the last documented interments occurred in 1890 (Tables 4 
and 5).  In 1863, Archibald Timberlake was buried within a cast iron coffin 
decorated with his name and a viewing plate, effectively ending the active use of 
the cemetery by the Timberlake family.  Following the Civil War period, most 
family members were buried in Hollywood Cemetery in Richmond, Virginia.  
Comparison of the probable interment dates (based on burial container hardware 
and associated artifacts), demographic data (from osteological analysis 
conducted by the Smithsonian Institution), and historical data (from the 
Timberlake family and census records from Hanover County) has provided 
possible identities for a number of the individuals buried within the Timberlake 
family cemetery area (Table 4).   
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Table 4.  Individual Burials in the Timberlake Family Cemetery. 

Burial # Name Year of Death Age Range Sex  
1 ? ? 16 Male 
2 ? ? Subadult ? 
3 Judeth Timberlake Hobson (?) Post-1820 55-64 Female 
4 Thomas Hobson (?) ? 45-54 Male 
5 ? ? 7 ? 
6 Lucy Cluff (?) ? 32-36 Female 
7 David Timberlake (?) 1829 40-54 Male 
8 Robert Paul Colonna 1890 10 Male 
9 Archibald Burnett Timberlake 1863 54 Male 
10 ? ? 45-54 Male 
11 ? ? 18-21 Female 
12 ? ? 40-49 Female 
13 Burwell Jinkins 1853 40-49 Male 
14a Martha Virginia Jinkins 1845 7 Female 
14b Emily Timberlake Jinkins 1845 2 Female 
15 ? ? 30-34 Female 
16 ? ? 45-54 Male 
17 ? ? 16-17 Female 
18 No remains recovered ? Subadult ? 
19 Emily Rushbrook Bowe 

Timberlake 
1836 27-33 Female 

20 Sarah Graves Hill Timberlake (?) 1812 35-44 Female 
 
 

Table 5.  Artifacts and Hardware Utilized for Burial Date Estimation for the 
Timberlake Family Cemetery at Site 44HN0356. 

Basis of Date Number of Graves Earliest Possible Date 
Wrought Nails 
Wrought with Machine-Cut 
Heads 
Machine-Cut and Wrought Nails 
Wire Nails 

1 
5 
3 
0 

N/A 
1805 
1805 
1860/1880 

Prosser Buttons 
Rubber Buttons 

1 
0 

1840 
1851 

Glass Viewing Plate 1 N/A 
1817 Pennies on Eyes 1 1817 
White Metal Hardware 2 Ca. 1850 
Adults in Hexagonal Coffins 
Adults in Rectangular Coffins 

11 
5 

N/A 
Ca. 1850 

Children in Hexagonal Coffins 
Children in Rectangular Coffins 

3 
1 

N/A 
N/A 
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The African-American Cemetery 
 
The unmarked burial ground was used by enslaved bondsmen and later, 
following the Civil War, by freed African Americans.  While some graves may 
date to the early 19th century, the majority postdate 1850 (Table 6).  Children 
and older adults comprise a large percentage of the slave cemetery burials.  High 
rates of infant mortality are commonly observed for cemetery sites of this period, 
regardless of ethnicity.  Post-war use of the cemetery by former bondsmen may 
reflect the desire to be with long-deceased loved ones and family members.  The 
most recent interment was that of Easter Claiborne, a Timberlake family servant, 
who passed away between 1907 and 1911 at the age of 65.  The only person of 
known identity, "Aunt Easter" was eulogized by the Timberlake family as 
"capable, trustworthy, and faithful, friend as well as servant.”  She was most 
likely interred within Burial 49. 
   
 

Table 6.  Artifacts and Hardware Utilized for Burial Date Estimation for the 
African-American Cemetery at Site 44HN0356. 

Basis of Date Number of Graves Earliest Possible Date 
Wrought Nails 
Wrought with Machine-Cut Heads 
Machine-Cut and Wrought Nails 
Wire Nails 

8 
19 
1 
1 

NA 
1805 
1805 
1860/1880 

Prosser Buttons 5 1840 
Glass Viewing Plate 5  
White Metal Hardware 8 Ca. 1850 
Adults in Hexagonal Coffins 
Adults in Rectangular Coffins 

17 
18 

NA 
Ca. 1850 

Children in Hexagonal Coffins 
Children in Rectangular Coffins 

5 
10 

NA 
NA 
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